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Cycle 3 Collision Map
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Collisions

(2009-2013)

CASEID
4000504

4145855

4216398

4293768

4305414

4598200

4638745

4638757

4976203

5541052

5579944

DAYWEEK
2 - Tuesday

1- Monday

7 - Sunday

6 - Saturday

4 - Thursday

5 - Friday

2 - Tuesday

3 - Wednesday
6 - Saturday
1- Monday

5 - Friday

TIMS (2009 - 2013)

DATE_
01/13/2009

03/09/2009
03/08/2009
06/20/2009
07/02/2009
01/08/2010
02/23/2010
02/24/2010
11/20/2010
02/06/2012

03/09/2012

TIME_
2308

1552
1155
1643
1850

543

643
1502
1733
1449

1712

CRASHSEV VIOLCAT

3

4

11 - Pedestrian /violation

10 - Pedestrian Right of Way
11 - Pedestrian /violation

11 - Pedestrian /violation

10 - Pedestrian Right of Way

9 - Automobile Right of Way
21 - Unsafe Starting or Backing
11 - Pedestrian /violation

10 - Pedestrian Right of Way
11 - Pedestrian /violation

12 - Traffic Signals and Signs

PEDCOL BICCOL MONTH_

Y 1
Y 3
Y 3
Y 6
Y 7

Y 1
Y 2
Y 2
Y 11
Y 2

Y 3

CRASHTYP
B - Sideswipe

G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
D - Broadside

G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian
G - Vehicle/Pedestrian

D - Broadside

INVOLVE PED
B D - Crossing not in Crosswalk
B B - Crossing in Crosswalk
B D - Crossing not in Crosswalk
B D - Crossing not in Crosswalk
B B - Crossing in Crosswalk
G A - No Pedestrian Involved
B E - In road, including Shoulder
B B - Crossing in Crosswalk
B B - Crossing in Crosswalk
B D - Crossing not in Crosswalk
G A - No Pedestrian Involved

PRIMARYRD
MISSION BL

MISSION BL

CONCORD AV

DE ANZA ST

PHILLIPS ST

CAMPUS AV

RALSTON ST

FRANCIS ST

MISSION BL

SULTANA AV

SULTANA AV

SECONDRD
HOPE AV

SULTANA AV

CEDAR ST

CAMPUS AV

PALM AV

BELMONT ST

CAMPUS DR

PLEASANT AV

SULTANA AV

GREVILLEA ST

ACACIA ST

PCF
A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

A - Vehicle Code Violation

vioL

21950 - Unsafe pedestrian crossing

21950 - Failure to Yield to Pedestrian in Marked Crosswalk
21954 - Unsafe pedestrian crossing

21954 - Unsafe pedestrian crossing

21950 - Failure to Yield to Pedestrian in Marked Crosswalk
21802 - Failure to Yield

22106

21950 - Unsafe pedestrian crossing

21950 - Failure to Yield to Pedestrian in Marked Crosswalk
21954 - Unsafe pedestrian crossing

22450 - Failure to stop behind limit line

VIOLSUB HITRUN

B

A

F - Felony

N - Not Hit and Run
N - Not Hit and Run
N - Not Hit and Run
N - Not Hit and Run

N - Not Hit and Run







Pedestrian and Bicycle Collisions

By
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Collisions (2009 - 2013)

Pedestrian Bicycle Severity (Case No. Noted)

o A  Fatal (0)

© A Severe Injury (1)

O /A Visible Injury (7)

o A Complaint of Pain (3)
Source: TIMS
”N  Influence Area Around
! Coliisions (250 Ft. Buffer)

Proposed Improvements
@®  Domes

Handicap Ramp
Replace Ramp
O Crosswalk with RRFB

Sidewalk Gap Closure
Destinations

De Anza Middle School
Sultana Elementary School
Park

Community Center

Community Garden

Education Center

N
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Melanie Mullis

From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>

Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 4:29 PM

To: Melanie Mullis

Subject: FW: ATP Application - Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle School Pedestrian
Improvements

Hi Melanie,

The CCC is not able to assist with this project. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of
reaching us.

Thank you,

Melanie Wallace

Chief Deputy Analyst
California Conservation Corps
1719 24% Street

Sacramento, CA 95816

0 (916)341-3153

M (916)508-1167

F (877)315-5085
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov

Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:

Save Qur
Water E

SaveOurWater.com - Drought.CA.gov

From: Melanie Mullis [mailto:MMullis@ontarioca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, June 07, 2016 12:18 PM

To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>; Local Conservation Corps (inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org)
<inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Subject: ATP Application - Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle School Pedestrian Improvements

To Whom It May Concern:

The City of Ontario is making a Cycle 3 ATP application for a SRTS project near Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle
Schools. We are seeking to find out if either California Conservation Corps or Local Conservation Corps wish to partner
with this on this application, should we be awarded funds. Below is the specifics about our project:

Project Description: Install Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs), pavement markings and signing at six
pedestrian crossing locations near Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools and Bon View Park, design and
construct/modify handicap ramps to meet ADA requirements and construct curb, gutter and sidewalk on Belmont Street
and Sultana Avenue.

Map: See Attached

Schedule: See Attached





Engineer’s Estimate: See Attached

Let me know if you have any questions regarding this matter.

Melanie Mullis, Senior Planner
City of Ontario

303 East B Street

Ontario, CA 91764

(909) 395-2430

Email: mmullis@ci.ontario.ca.us







Melanie Mullis

From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>

Sent: Thursday, June 09, 2016 4:34 PM

To: Melanie Mullis

Cc: California Conservation Corps (atp@ccc.ca.gov)

Subject: Re: ATP Application - Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle School Pedestrian
Improvements

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Hello Melanie,

Thank you for contacting the Local Conservation Corps. Unfortunately, we are unable to participate in this project. Please
include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Conservation Corps.

Thank you,
Dominique

On Tue, Jun 7, 2016 at 12:18 PM, Melanie Mullis <MMullis @ ontarioca.gov> wrote:

To Whom It May Concern:

The City of Ontario is making a Cycle 3 ATP application for a SRTS project near Sultana Elementary and De
Anza Middle Schools. We are seeking to find out if either California Conservation Corps or Local
Conservation Corps wish to partner with this on this application, should we be awarded funds. Below is the
specifics about our project:

Project Description: Install Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRFBs), pavement markings and signing
at six pedestrian crossing locations near Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools and Bon View Park,
design and construct/modify handicap ramps to meet ADA requirements and construct curb, gutter and
sidewalk on Belmont Street and Sultana Avenue.

Map: See Attached

Schedule: See Attached

Engineer’s Estimate: See Attached

Let me know if you have any questions regarding this matter.





Melanie Mullis, Senior Planner
City of Ontario

303 East B Street

Ontario, CA 91764

(909) 395-2430

Email: mmullis@ci.ontario.ca.us

Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting

1121 L Street, Suite 400

Sacramento, CA 95814

916.426.9170 | inquiry @ atpcommunitycorps.org

xl







Form Date: April, 2016 ATP Cycle 3 Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment A

Part C: Attachments
Attachment A: Signature Page

IMPORTANT: Applications will not be accepted without all required signatures.

Implementing Agency: Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director, or other officer authorized by the governing board

The undersigned affirms that their agency will be the “Implementing Agency” for the project if funded with ATP funds and they are
the Chief Executive Officer, Public Works Director or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to
commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also affirming that the statements contained in this application package are
true and complete to the best of their knowledge. For infrastructure projects, the undersigned affirms that they are the manager of
the public right-of-way facilities j maintenance and operation) or they have authority over this position.

Signature: Date: June 10, 2016
Name: Al C. Boling Phone: (909) 395-2354
Title: City Manager e-mail:  ABoling@ontarioca.gov

For projects with a Partnering Agency: Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized by the governing board

(For use only when appropriate)

The undersigned affirms that their agency is committed to partner with the “Implementing Agency” and agrees to assume the
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility upon completion by the implementing agency and they
intend to document such agreement per the CTC guidelines. The undersigned also affirms that they are the Chief Executive Officer
or other officer authorized by their governing board with the authority to commit the agency’s resources and funds. They are also
affirming that the statements contained in this application package are true and complete to the best of their knowledge.

Signature: Date:
Name: Phone:
Title: e-mail:

For projects with encroachments on the State right-of-way: Caltrans District Traffic Operations Office Approval*

(For use only when appropriate)

If the application’s project proposes improvements within a freeway or state highway right-of-way, whether it affects the safety or
operations of the facility or not, it is required that the proposed improvements be reviewed by the district traffic operations office
and either a letter of support/acknowledgement from the traffic operations office be attached or the signature of the traffic
manager be secured in the application. The Caltrans letter and/or signature does not imply approval of the project, but instead is
only an acknowledgement that Caltrans District staff is aware of the proposed project; and upon initial review, the project appears
to be reasonable and acceptable.

Is a letter of support/acknowledgement attached? If yes, no signature is required. If no, the following signature is required.
Signature: Date:

Name: Phone:

Title: e-mail;

* Contact the District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) for the project to get Caltrans Traffic Ops contact information. DLAE contact information can
be found at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/dlae.htm






Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Call for Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

ATP Engineer’s Checklist for Infrastructure Projects
Required for “Infrastructure” applications ONLY

This application checklist is to be used by the engineer in “responsible charge” of the preparation of this ATP
application to ensure all of the primary elements of the application are included as necessary to meet the CTC's
requirements for a PSR-Equivalent document (per CTC’s ATP Guidelines and CTC’s Adoption of PSR Guidelines -
Resolution G-99-33) and to ensure the application is free of critical errors and omissions; allowing the application to
be accurately ranked in the statewide and regional ATP selection processes.

Special Considerations for Engineers before they Sign and Stamp this document attesting to the accuracy of the
application:

Chapter 7; Article 3; Section 6735 of the Professional Engineer's Act of the State of California requires engineering calculation(s) or
report(s) be either prepared by or under the responsible charge of a licensed civil engineer. Since the corresponding ATP
Infrastructure-application defines the scope of work of a future civil construction project and requires complex engineering principles
and calculations which are based on the best data available at the time of the application, the application must be signed and
stamped by a licensed civil engineer.

By signing and stamping this document, the engineer is attesting to this application’s technical information and engineering data
upon which local agency's recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are made. This action is governed by the Professional
Engineer’s Act and the corresponding Code of Professional Conduct, under Sections 6775 and 6735.

The following checklist is to be completed by the engineer in “responsible charge” of defining the project’s Scope,
Cost and Schedule per the expectations of the CTC's PSR Equivalent. The checklist is expected to be used during the
preparation of the documents, but not initialed and stamped by the engineer until the final application and
application attachments are complete and ready for submission to Caltrans.

1. Vicinity map /Location map Engineer’s Initials: QlL—
a. The project limits must be clearly depicted in relationship to the overall agency boundary

2. Project layout-plan/map showing existing and proposed conditions must: Engineer’s Initials: {,L/
a. Be to a scale which allows the visual verification of the overall project “construction” limits and limits of each
primary element of the project. Scale must be shown on the plan/map

b. Show the full scope of the proposed project, including any non-participating construction items
Show all changes to existing motorized/non-motorized lane and shoulder widths. Label the proposed widths

d. Show agency’s right of way (ROW) lines when permanent or temporary ROW impacts are possible. (As
appropriate, also show Caltrans’, Railroad, and all other government agencies ROW lines)

o

3. Typical cross-section(s) showing existing and proposed conditions. Engineer’s Initials: L
(Include cross-section for each controlling configuration that varies significantly from the typical)

a. Show and dimension: changes in lane widths, ROW lines, side slopes, etc.

4. Detailed Engineer's Estimate Engineer’s Initials:
a. The Caltrans Project Estimate (Attachment F) must be filled out per the instructions and attached to the
application, in the appropriate location.
b. Each of the main project elements are broken out into separate construction items. The costs for each item
are based on calculated quantities and appropriate corresponding unit costs

c. All non-participating costs in relation to the ATP funding are clearly identified and accounted for separately
from the eligible costs. The non-participating (or ineligible) costs must be consistent with Caltrans guidelines
as shown in Local Assistance Program Guidelines chapter 22.6

d. All project elements the applicant intends to utilize the CCC, certified community conservation corps, or tribal
corps on need to be clearly identified and accounted for

e. All project development costs to be funded by the ATP need to be accounted for in the total project cost





Form Date: April, 2016 Cycle 3 ATP Callfor Projects - Application Form — Attachment B

5. Crash/Safety Data, Collision maps and Countermeasures: Engineer’s Initials: M}L

a.

Confirmation that crash data shown is depicted accurately, is shown to scale, and occurred within influence
area of proposed improvements.

6. Project Schedule and Requested programming of ATP funding Engineer’s Initials: L&?-/
a. All applicants must anticipate receiving federal ATP funding for the project and therefore the project
schedules and programming included in the application must account for all applicable federal requirements
and timeframes.
‘Completed Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application have been reviewed and verified
“Expected Dates” for project Milestone Dates shown in the application account for all reasonable project
timetables, including: Interagency MQUs, Caltrans agreements, CTC allocations, FHWA authorizations,
federal environmental studies and approvals, federal right-of-way acquisitions, federal consultant selections,
project permits, etc.
d. The fiscal year and funding amounts shown in the PPR must be consistent with Implementing Agency’s
expected project milestone dates and available matching funds.
7. Warrant studies/guidance (Check if not applicable) Engineer’s Initials: &L
a. For new Traffic Control Signals - an engineering study that includes analysis of Signal Warrants 1- 9
O n/A (CA MUTCD) must be submitted. For ATP funding, warrants 4, 5 or 7 should be met but the final
decision to install a signal must be made by the engineer. The engineering study (and any additional
documentation of the engineering judgment supporting the Traffic Control Signal, if needed) must
include the name and license number of the responsible engineer and must be attached to the
application in the “Additional Attachments” section.
8. Additional narration and documentation: Engineer’s Initials: &L
a. The text in the “Narrative Questions” in the application is consistent with and supports the engineering logic
and calculations used in the development of the plans/maps and estimate
b. When needed to clarify non-standard ATP project elements (i.e. vehicular roadway widening necessary for
the construction of the primary ATP elements); appropriate documentation is attached to the application to
document the engineering decisions and calculations requiring the inclusion of these non-standard elements.
Licensed Engineer: Engineer's Stamp:
Name (Last, First) L Kassih, Nabil J 5
Title: LAssistant City Engineer 1 %
]

Engineer License Number [ 047462
© frm———=
SignatureW W

[ 4

3 T C047462

Date: | June 10, 2016 :l

Exp. 12/31]2¢)

Email: Lnkassih@on tarioca.gov T

CiviL

Phone: | (909)395-2117 ] -







Attachment E - Photos of Proposed RRFB Locations

Sultana and Grevillea
(Looking north at existing pedestrian crossing that is in conflict
with vehicles exiting parking lot)

whid il

o =—ac A~
T )

Bon View and Belmont
(Looking north at existing pedestrian crossing that provides
access to Bon View Park and Community Center)
: * I

Campus and Belmont
(Looking north at existing crossing)

Sultana and De Anza Middle School Entrance

Sultana and Locust

(Lookin north at existing crossing)

(Lookin north at estin crossing)

Attachment E Page 1





Attachment E — Photos of Proposed Handicap Ramp Location Examples

Cedar and Alley east of Euclid
(Looking south at lack of handicap ramps)

Miramonte and Sanderling
(Looking north at lack of handicap ramps)

Sultana and Maitland (NEC & SEC)

(Looki ast a ack of handicap ramps)

Belmont and Greenwood (NWC)

(Looking north at lack of handicap ramp)

Belmont and Plum (SWC & SEC)

Looking south at lack of handicap ramps)

Cedar and Plum (SEC & SWC)

Lookin south at lack of handlca ramps)

Coogle

Boxwood and Miramonte (NEC & NWC)

Looking north at existing ramps that are not ADA compllant)

Skylark and Pleasant (NEC & NWC)

Looklng northeast at lack of handicap ramps)

Attachment E Page 2





Attachment E — Photos of Proposed Truncated Dome Location Examples

Acacia and Pleasant (NEC & SEC)

(Looking east at lack of truncated domes on ramps)

Locust and Monterey (NEC & NWC)

(Looking north at lack of truncated domes on ramps)

Ralston and Palm (NEC & SEC)

__(Looking east at lack of truncated does on ramp)

4 .

Phillips and Sultana (NWC & SWC)

Campus and Maitland (NEC & SEC)

(Looking east at lack of truncated domes on ramps)

(Looking west at lack of truncated domes on ramps)

> Jlexarr
Joogleearth

Francis and Pleasant (NEC & NWC)

(Looking north at lack of truncated domes on ramps)

Skylark and Miramonte (NWC & NEC)

(Looking north at lack o truncated domes on ramps)

Attachment E Page 3






Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.

Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).

Project Information:

Agency:[City of Ontario

[ Date:[05/27/2016

Project Description:[Design and construct six RRFB, various handicap ramps, detectable warning surfaces, striping and sidewalk

Project Location:[De Anza Middle School and Sultana Elementary School, Ontario CA

Licensed Ei inr

charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Esti

[Nabil Kassih

[ License #: [C047462

Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

Cost Breakdown

Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible Costs/Ttems | 1P Ineligible Corps/CCC
Costs/Items to construct
Ttem No. Ttem i ﬁ‘ Quantity ‘ Units |  Unit Cost ‘ . te'n‘:‘g:)st % $ % ‘ $ % $
General Overhead-Related Construction Items
1 Mobilization 1 LS $24,204.33 $24,204 100% $24,204
2 Traffic Control 1 LS $88,749.21 $88,749 100% $88,749
3 100%
4 100%
5 100%
General Construction Items (non-decorative only)
6 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $121,021.65 $121,022 100% $121,022
7 Remove AC Pavement 356 SY $50.00 $17,800 100% $17,800
8 Remove PCC Sidewalk 6212 SF $4.00 $24,848 100% $24,848
9 Remove PCC Curb & Gutter 1390 LF $12.00 $16,680 100% $16,680
10 |Remove PCC Access Ramp 3600 SF $3.70 $13,320 100% $13,320
11 Remove PCC Cross Gutter/Spandrel 9473 SF $4.00 $37,892 100% $37,892
12 |Remove Striping (12" Stripe) 1242 SF $1.00 $1,242 100% $1,242
13 Sawcut AC 3470 LF $6.00 $20,820 100% $20,820
14 |Construct AC Pavement 125 TON $90.00 $11,250 100% $11,250
15 Construct PCC Sidewalk 1630 SF $5.00 $8,150 100% $8,150
16 Construct Type B Curb & Gutter 816 LF $30.00 $24,480 100% $24,480
17 Construct PCC Access Ramp (w/detec. Surface) 93 EA $5,500.00 $511,500 100% $511,500
18 Construct PCC Cross Gutter/Spandrel 9473 SF $5.00 $47,365 100% $47,365
19 Install Detectable Surface on Ex. Access Ramps 56 EA $50.00 $2,800 100% $2,800
20  |Striping (12" Stripe) 542 LF $2.00 $1,084 100% $1,084
21 Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons 12 EA $5,000.00 $60,000 100% $60,000
22 |Install Signs 12 EA $550.00 $6,600 100% $6,600
23 |Construct PCC DirveApproach 196 SF $5.00 $980 100% $980
24
Decorative & Landscaping-related Items (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative, or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)
25 Landscape w/Irrigation / Water Connection F 1 LS $32,272.44 $32,272 100% $32,272
26
27
28
29
30
31
Sul I of Construction Items:| $1,073,059 $1,073,059
$53,653|<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable
Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Ilems):| 15.00 % $160,959 $160,959
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:| $1,234,017 $1,234,017

Project Delivery Costs:

Type of Project Cost [ Cost $
Prelimi vy E ering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):
Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):| $ 160,422.27 $160,422 | "PE" costs / "CON" costs
Total PE:| § 160,422 $160,422 [ 13% | 25% Max
Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering:| $ 10,000 $10,000
Acquisitions and Utilities:| $ 40,000 $40,000
Total RW:| § 50,000 $50,000
Construction Engineering (CE) | "CE" costs / "CON" costs
Construction Engineering (CE):l $ 61,701 | | $61,701 | | | | 5% | 15% Max
Total Project Delivery: $272,123] [ 272023 | | |
Total Construction Costs: $1,295,718| | | | |
ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
Total Project Cost:| $1,506,141| | $1,506,141 |

Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.

Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

Item Number(s):

Description of Engineer's Logic:

(See examples shown in the Instructions)

06/09/2016
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351 N. Mountain View Ave., San Bernardino, CA 92415 | Phone: 909.387.9146 Fax: 909.387.6228

SAN BERNARDINO Public Health Trudy Rayg;:;;?;

COUNTY Administration Corwin Porter

Assistant Director

Maxwell Ohikhuare, M.D.

May 12, 2016 Health Officer

City of Ontario
Planning Department
303 East “B” Street
Ontario, CA 91764

RE: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza
Middle School

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of the San Bernardino County Department of Public Health, I am pleased to offer our support
for the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Program grant.

The City of Ontario is collaborating with the Ontario-Montclair School District and residents to increase
safety and physical activity by making active transportation a more appealing option for students and
their families. The City is pursuing an infrastructure-only project to construct sidewalk gap closures,
enhanced crossings, handicap ramps and safety signalization to increase opportunities for students and
residents to walk safely to Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools and other amenities such as
Bon View and De Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle
community garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

The San Bernardino County Department of Public health is very concerned with the health and safety of
children and residents. Childhood obesity is a significant issue and we are continually looking for ways
to encourage people to be more active in our region. Increasing the number of children walking to
school is an important step in helping to mitigate the obesity problem in this area; however, without a
safe route to school many parents may be reluctant to allow their children to do so. The actions
proposed in Ontario’s grant application may significantly improve health and safety for children in the
community by increasing opportunities for healthier lifestyles.

The San Bernardino County Department of Public Health fully supports the City of Ontario’s vision for
creating safe, healthy and walkable communities and their application for Safe Routes to School funding
under her the Department of Transportation Active Transportation Program.

Sincerely,

%ZL (et D
axwell Ohikhuare, M.D.

Health Officer

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

ROBERT A. LOVINGOOD JANICE RUTHERFORD JaAMES RaMos CURT HAGMAN JosiE GONZALES
Vice Chalrman, First District Second District Chairman, Third District Fourth District Fifth District






PBH

Partners for Better Heakh

8780 19th Street, #23¢
Alta Loma, CA $1701

p4bheatth.org

May 12,2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N. N Street, MS 1

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

R: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza
Middle School

Dear Sirs:

I am writing this letter in support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School Active
Transportation Program grant for various safety improvements around Sultana Elementary and De Anza
Middle Schools. Partners for Better Health leads community engagement efforts in the Healthy Ontario,
Healthy Eating, and Active Living Zone. The residents and community members whom we engage as
health champions have voiced their request for safer, walkable streets around Sultana Elementary and De
Anza Middle Schools.

Improving the walkability of the community not only can positively affect the overall health of residents,
but it will also sustain the healthy living strategies that residents currently help to lead in the City and
along the proposed corridors. Improving the safe route that children travel to school may increase the
willingness of parents to allow their children to walk to school which may help to reduce childhood
obesity in the neighborhoods around these schools.

Partners for Better Health enthusiastically supports the City’s vision and proposed plan for creating safe,
healthy and walkable communities. We applaud the City for emphasizing resident leadership in their
health assessments and the design of environmental solutions. We hope that by improving the paths of
travel to school for the students it will also encourage more residents to walk safety throughout the
community, thus encouraging active modes of transportation and a stronger sense of community in the
surrounding neighborhoods.

incetely,

ve Luca
Director





&% KAISER PERMANENTE.

May 31, 2016

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance

1120 North N Street, MS 1

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

Re: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza Middle School

To Whom It May Concern:

Kaiser Permanente supports the City of Ontario’s Safe Routes to School proposal for the construction of missing sidewalks,
enhanced crossings, handicap ramps, and safety signalization around Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools to
increase opportunities for students and residents to walk safely to Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools and other
amenities such as Bon View and De Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle
community garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

Active transportation is powerful preventative medicine and a strong, evidence-based solution to the epidemic of childhood
obesity. There are many reasons why nearly 1 in 3 kids in California are now overweight or obese, with huge implications for
their physical health, their emotional health and their ability to succeed in school. In 1969, 48 percent of kids walked or biked
to school. Today, only 13% do. Research shows that children who walk or bicycle to school have better fitness levels, are
more active, and do better in school. It is a great way to get families and communities involved in the health of our kids-and

it is fun!

Improving the routes that children travel to school may increase the willingness of parents to allow their children to walk or
bike to school which could help reduce the high childhood obesity rates and related diseases. We hope that by improving the
path of travel to school for the students that it will also encourage more residents to start walking and cycling to surrounding

amenities.

The actions proposed in the City of Ontario grant application will improve health and safety for children in the community.
Kaiser Permanente greatly supports the City's vision for creating a safe, healthy and active community.

incgrely, = 7 / 7
Jennifer Resch-Silvestri
Senior Director of Public Affairs and Brand Communications

Community Benefit Program
San Bernardino County Area

9961 Sierra Avenue
Fontana, CA 92335





BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Samuel Crowe

Michael C. Flores
Maureen “Moe” Mendoza

Ontario-Montclair Elvia M. Rivas

Alfonso Sanchez
School District

1845 S. Sultana Avenue Ontario, California (909) 986-1215 FAX (909) 459-2916 James Q. Hammond, Ed.D.
SULTANA SPORTS & SCIENCE ACADEMY Superintendent

Cara Molina
May 12, 2016 Principal

Tony Garcia
CALTRANS Elementary Administrator
Division of Local Assistance, Roberto Garcia
1120 N. N Street, MS 1 Elementary Administrator

Sacramento, CA 95814
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

R: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza Middle
School

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing this letter in support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School Active
Transportation Program grant. The City of Ontario is collaborating with the Ontario-Montclair School District and
residents to increase safety and physical activity by making active transportation a more appealing option for
students and their families.

The City is proposing to construct sidewalk gap closures, enhanced crossings, handicap ramps and safety
signalization to increase opportunities for students and residents to walk safely to Sultana Elementary and De Anza
Middle Schools and other amenities such as Bon View and De Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza
Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle community garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

We support the City’s efforts to increase pedestrian safety for our students and parents traveling to Sultana
Elementary. Improving the routes that our children travel on to school on may increase the willingness of more
parents to allow their children to walk to school which may help to reduce childhood obesity in the neighborhoods
around these schools. Improving the walkability of the community will positively affect the overall health of our
students and their parents.

Sultana staff, parents and students enthusiastically support the City’s vision and proposed plan for creating safe,
healthy and walkable communities.

Sincerely,
Cara Molina

Principal

We are Safe, Responsible, and Respectful!





BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Samuel Crowe
Michael C. Flores

Maureen “Moe” Mendoza

Ontario-Montclair School District Alfonso Sanch

n ar|0' On C alr C OO IS “C Alfonso Sanchez

1450 S. Sultana Avenue, Ontario, California 91761 * (909) 986-8577 « Fax (909) 459-2543 James Q. Hammond, Ed.D.
Superintendent

DE ANZA MIDDLE SCHOOL Tammy Lipschulz
Assistant Superintendent
Learning & Teaching Division

May 13, 2016 Adriana T. Gonzalez
Acting Principal
De Anza Middle School

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N. N Street, MS 1

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

Re: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant - De Anza Middle School and
Sultana Elementary School

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing this letter in support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School
Active Transportation Program grant. The City of Ontario is collaborating with the Ontario—
Montclair School District and residents to increase safety and physical activity by making active
transportation a more appealing option for students and their families.

The City is proposing to construct sidewalk gap closures, enhanced crossings, handicap ramps
and safety signalization to increase opportunities for students and residents to walk safely to De
Anza Middle School and Sultana Elementary and other amenities such as Bon View and De
Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle community
garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

We support the City’s efforts to increase pedestrian safety for our students and parents traveling
to De Anza Middle School. Improving the routes that our children travel to school may increase
the willingness of more parents to allow their children to walk to school, which may help to
reduce childhood obesity in the neighborhoods around these schools. Improving the walkability
of the community will positively affect the overall health of our students and their parents.

De Anza Middle School staff, parents and students enthusiastically support the City’s vision and
proposed plan for creating safe, healthy and walkable communities.

Sincerely,

Adriana T. Gonzalez
Principal, De Anza Middle School

“Our Community, OQur Children, Our Commitment”





1700 W. Fifth St.

& & Omnilrans

: . 909-379-7100
Connecting Our Community. www.omnitrans.org

May 13, 2016

Caltrans

Division of Local Assistance

1120 N. N Street, MS 1

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

Re:  City of Ontario Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant -
Sultana Elementary School and De Anza Middle School

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing this letter in support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School
Active Transportation Program grant for sidewalk gap closures and crossing improvements
around Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools. Improving the walkability of the
community not only can improve the overall health of students and their families, but it will
improve pedestrian access to the bus services that Omnitrans provides in the region and in the
general vicinity of the proposed improvements (routes 83 and 86).

Omnitrans enthusiastically supports the City’s vision for creating safe, healthy, and walkable
communities. We hope that by improving the paths of travel to school for students it will also
encourage more residents to walk to nearby transit stops, thus encouraging alternatives modes of
travel.

Sincerely,

b OND
@\WJ \Z\'S(l&w vwaal_
\

Anna Jaiswal
Development Planning Manager





STATE CAPITOL
P.O. BOX 942849
SACRAMENTO, CA 94249-0052
(916) 319-2052
FAX (916) 319-2152

DISTRICT OFFICE
13160 7TH STREET
CHINO, CA 91710
(909) 902-9606
FAX (909) 902-9761

Aszembly

Ualifornia Legislature

FREDDIE RODRIGUEZ

COMMITTEES

ACCOUNTABILITY AND
ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW

BUDGET

HEALTH

INSURANCE

RULES

SUBCOMMITTEES
BUDGET SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 5 ON
PUBLIC SAFETY

SELECT COMMITTEES

ASSEMBLYMEMBER, FIFTY-SECOND DISTRICT
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS

JOINT COMMITTEES
CHAIR: JOINT COMMITTEE ON
May 23,2016 EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

City of Ontario
Planning Department
Attn: Karen Thompson
303 East “B” Street
Ontario, CA 91764

Re: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza
Middle School

Dear Ms. Thompson:

I am writing this letter to express my support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to
School Active Transportation Program grant proposal for the construction of sidewalk gap closures,
enhanced crossings, handicap ramps and safety signalization to increase opportunities for students and
residents to walk safely to Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools and other amenities such as
Bon View and De Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle
community garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

The installation of the pedestrian improvements will increase safety for students walking to and from
Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle and the surrounding amenities. The City of Ontario is
collaborating with the Ontario—Montclair School District and residents to increase safety and physical
activity by making active transportation a more appealing option for students and their families.

Thank you for your demonstrated commitment for improving the safety for our students. I enthusiastically
support projects like this that create safe, healthy, pedestrian-friendly communities. 1 hope that by
improving the active transportation opportunities more residents will be encouraged to walk to local
destinations, resulting in improved community health, enhanced safety for non-motorized users, reduced
vehicle miles traveled and, in turn, reduced greenhouse gas emissions.

I fully support this program and encourage your support of the City’s application. Please do not hesitate
to contact my office if you have any questions regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

FREDDIE RODRIGUEZ
Assemblymember, 52™ District

18
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CAPITOL OFFICE
STATE CAPITOL
ROOM 4061
SACRAMENTO. CA 95814
TEL (916) 651-4020
FAX (916) 651-4920

DISTRICT OFFICES
11760 CENTRAL AVENUE
SUITE 100
CHINO. CA 91710
TEL (909) 591-7016
FAX (909) 591-7096

464 WEST 4TH STREET
SUITE 454B
SAN BERNARDINO, CA 92401
TEL (209) 888-5360
FAX (909) 591-7096

May 13, 2016

City of Ontario

Planning Department

303 East “B” Street
Ontario, CA 91764

California State Senate

SENATOR
CONNIE M. LEYVA

TWENTIETH SENATE DISTRICT

CHAIR
DEMOCRATIC CAUCUS

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
MANUFACTURED HOME
COMMUNITIES

MEMBER
RULES
EDUCATION

ENERGY. UTILITIES AND
TELECOMMUNICATIONS

JOINT LEGISLATIVE AUDIT

TRANSPORTATION
AND HOUSING

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PORTS
AND GOODS MOVEMENT

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
CALIFORNIA-MEXICO
COOFPERATION

SELECT COMMITTEE ON
WOMEN AND INEQUALITY:
STRATEGIES TO PROMOTE

OPPORTUNITY

Re: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza

Middle School

To Whom It May Concern:

As a member of the State Senate Committee on Transportation and Housing, it is my privilege to express
my support for the City of Ontario’s Safe Routes to School proposal. The proposed construction of
sidewalk gap closures, enhanced crossings, handicap ramps and safety signalization around Sultana
Elementary and De Anza Middle Schools is essential to the safety of the students, parents, staff and its
surrounding community.

The proposed routes for the pedestrian improvements will increase accessibility and safety for students
walking to and from Sultana and De Anza schools and also to other local amenities which will help
increase active transportation in this community.

Supporting projects that create safe, healthy, pedestrian-friendly communities is one of my top priorities
in the 20™ Senate District. T am confident that by improving active transportation opportunities more
residents will be encouraged to walk to local destinations, resulting in improved community health,
enhanced safety for non-motorized users, and a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions.

Again, I fully support the Safe Routes to School Active Transportation grant for Sultana Elementary and
De Anza Middle School and encourage your support of the City’s application. I look forward to this
program improving the safety of residents in the City of Ontario. If I can be of any further assistance,
please do not hesitate to contact me directly at (909) 591-7016.

Sincerely,
ONNIE M. LEYVA /%
Senator, 20" District
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To/From Work

Work-Related Business?
School/Religious®

Shopping®

Other Family/Personal Business®
Medical/Dental

Vacation®

Visit Friends/Relatives’
Other Social/Recreational®

Other

Refused, N/A

Source: 2009 NHTS
Notes:

17

Percent of all Trips by Mode

15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

H Walk m Bicycle

47.3

a. Work-related business: Attend business meeting, other work-related activity; return to work

b. School/Religious: To & from school, school related; religious activity; school/religious activity

¢. Shopping: Shopping/errands; buy groceries, clothing, hardware; buy gas for car

d. Other Family/Personal Business: Includes day care; transport someone/something; acquire personal or professional
services; pet care/dog walk, attend civic meeting/event; get/eat meals/coffee/ snacks; attend social event, wedding/funeral

e. Vacation: Formal vacation; rest and relaxation
f. Visit Friends & Relatives: Purely visitation

g. Other Social/Recreational: Includes social/recreational, exercise (including walking and jogging), play sports, go out
for entertainment,visit public place, eat meal, social event, get/eat meal, coffee/snacks

Figure 2-5. Frequency of walk or bicycle trips by trip purpose.

tarian purposes is much more common. Although exercise
and recreation are certainly important in relation to health
benefits, the market for increasing non-motorized travel in
the United States is more likely to come from daily family and
personal needs.

Figure 2-6 illustrates how trips for these various purposes
vary by average trip length. The longest trips for both walk-
ing and cycling are those for travel to work and work-related
business. The shortest trips are those for shopping, family/
personal business, and visiting friends and relatives. The
Other Social/Recreational category has above-average trip
lengths for both modes, a result that may be driven by the
high proportion of recreation/exercise trips in this category.

2.4 Who Walks and Bikes?

The NHTS also provides information to characterize the
types of people who currently walk or bicycle. Matching
pedestrian/bicycle trip-making from the survey with the
characteristics of the individuals making those trips begins to

convey a sense of the characteristics (e.g., age, gender, income,
vehicle ownership, education, and race/ethnicity) associated
with the walking and biking populations. However, these
profiles represent a snapshot of non-motorized travel in the
United States today, but different policies and trends may
result in very different profiles of users in the future.

With these points in mind, the following characteristics
describe current non-motorized travelers:

e Age: As seen in Figure 2-7, the highest rates of walking and
biking occur among children, aged 5 to 15, most of whom are
not permitted to drive until age 16. Among walkers, the next
most active age group is adults aged 25 to 34 years. Walking
rates then remain stable until age 65 and then decline. Walk-
ing to transit peaks in the 16 to 24 year age group, and then
steadily declines. For biking among adults, rates remain fairly
stable across all age groups, and then decline after age 55.

e Gender: Figure 2-7 shows that differences in gender are
most pronounced for bicycling, where males are two to four
times more likely to make a bicycle trip than females in all age
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1

Trip distance in miles

15 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

To/From Work
Work-Related Business
School/Religious
Shopping

Other Family/Personal Business
Medical/Dental

Vacation

Visit Friends/Relatives
Other Social/Recreational
Other

Refused, N/A

Source: 2009 NHTS

Figure 2-6. Average trip length by purpose.

groups. For walking, males walk at higher rates in the young-
est age groups — 5 to 15, and 16 to 24 — while females walk at
similar or slightly higher rates in all other age groups; a simi-
lar relationship is seen in the use of walking to access transit.
Income: Walking appears to be linked to income. Figure 2-8
shows that travelers in the lowest income category make
16.9% of their trips by walking and another 4.8% of their
trips to access transit. This share declines to 8.9% for people
with incomes between $40,000 and $99,000, and then rises

16%

B Walk

H Bicycle

2.61

271

with incomes more than $100,000. Bicycling is more con-
sistent across income classes, with the highest rate of 1.3%
in the $20,000 to $39,000 class, declining to 0.9% in the
$75,000 to $99,000 range, and 1.1% for all other groups.

Vehicle Ownership: The number of vehicles owned by a
household and the availability of those vehicles to house-
hold drivers strongly impact rates of walking, although the
impacts on biking are much less. Figure 2-9 states that in
households that do not own any vehicles, 41% of daily trips

14%

® Male - Walk Only
m Female - Walk Only

12%

M Male - Walk to Transit

Female - Walk to Transit

10%

W Male - Bicycle

m Female - Bicycle

8%

6%

4%

Percent of Persons Making a Daily Trip

2%

0%

5-15 16-24 25-34

35-44
Age

45-54

55-64 >65

Figure 2-7. Percentage of daily trips made by walking or bicycle

by age and gender.

Attachment J - Question #2





18%

19

16%

m Walk-only

m Walk To/From Transit

14%

12%

M Bicycle

10%

8%

6%

Percent of Daily Person Trips

4%

2%

0%
Less than $20,000 to
$20,000 $39,999

$40,000 to
$74,999 $99,999 over

$75,000to  $100,000 and

Annual Household Income

Source: 2009 NHTS

Figure 2-8. Percentage of daily person trips by mode and income.

are made by walking, 9% by walking to transit and 3%
by bicycle. If only one vehicle is owned, the walk trip rate
drops to 13%, walk to transit drops to 2%, and bike drops
to 1%. If more than two vehicles are owned, the walk rate
drops to 7%, while the bike rate remains at 1%.

Vehicle Demand: If one accounts for the availability of vehi-
cles in terms of vehicles per household driver, Figure 2-10
shows that households with fewer vehicles than drivers aver-
age 12.3% of their trips by walking and 1.6% by bicycle,
whereas when the number of vehicles equals or exceeds the
number of drivers, the walk rate drops to 7% and bicycle
rate drops to 0.8%. The decline of rates of walk to transit is
even more precipitous: from 3.1% where drivers outnumber
vehicles to 0.1% when there are more vehicles than drivers.

o Education: As seen in Figure 2-11, the highest rates of

walking are among people who did not finish high school
(16.7%) (which includes trips to transit), while the low-
est rates are for those with either a high school diploma
or who have competed some college (about 10%), after
which the rates increase to 11.2% for those who have
attained a bachelor’s degree, and about 14% for those with
post-graduate education. A similar relationship exists for
bicycle use across the five education categories, though at
much lower rates.

For more detail on these and other relationships describ-

ing the characteristics of persons who walk or bicycle, please
consult Appendix 4 of the Contractor’s Final Report.

45%

p
N
o
X

35%

30%

® Walk-only —

25%

m Walk to transit

20%

Bicycle

15%

10%

5%
0%

Percent of Daily Person Trips

None 1
Number of Household Vehicles

Source: 2009 NHTS

2 3 or more

Figure 2-9. Percent of daily trips made by walking or biking by number of

household vehicles owned.
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CHAPTER 16

TGRP

TRANSIT COOPERATIVE
RESEARCH PROGRAM

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities

Traveler Response to
Transportation System Changes
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76 percent of trips required crossing streets and 53 percent involved crossing at intersections
(NuStats International, 1998). Unfortunately, about 30 percent of all pedestrian fatalities are related
to improper crossing of a roadway or intersection (Institute of Transportation Studies, 2003). Traffic
control devices such as pavement markings, signs, and signals may be used to facilitate and chan-
nel pedestrian crossings. Alternatively, normally at high fixed cost, a pedestrian and/or bicycle
underpass or overpass may be constructed to provide absolute separation from vehicular traffic.
Both at-grade and grade-separated crossings are covered here.

The bulk of the studies encountered on crossing improvements have focused on safety and design
issues rather than on travel demand response, the core subject of this “Traveler Response”
Handbook. From a travel behavior standpoint, the primary underlying traveler response factors
addressed by these improvements are travel time and perceived safety. Crossing improvements
may also help maintain the continuity of the pedestrian network by mitigating barriers to pedes-
trian movement. Long crossing delays, indirect pedestrian routings, high vehicle speeds, or fre-
quent vehicle-pedestrian conflicts can all contribute to a barrier effect. High-quality crossings can
contribute to a sense of connectedness and enhance the overall value of pedestrian facilities in an
area. Measures of street crossing ease have been found to be related to transportation mode choice
(Replogle and Parcells, 1992).

An on-street survey covering seven U.S. marked-crosswalk sites in three southern-tier states found
“that as the control at a pedestrian crossing increases through the addition of signs, flashing lights,
and/or signals the pedestrians” perception of safety also increases.” On a scale of 5 (unsafe) to
1 (very safe), perceptions shifted from an average score of greater than 4 in cases of simple marked
crosswalks to better scores in the range of 3 to 2 or less for cases of signalized crosswalks
(Fitzpatrick, Ullman, and Trout, 2004).

Table 16-5 provides a summary compilation of usable pedestrian and bicyclist travel behavior
impact studies. It includes both quantitative research and less formal reporting, but the findings
are consistent to the extent that—in their totality—they largely demonstrate provision of safe and
attractive crossings is an essential and full-partner element of providing an overall NMT system
that will attract and induce additional walking and bicycling. The table starts with studies involv-
ing crosswalks, associated traffic controls, and major street crossings in general, that address gen-
eral-purpose (mostly adult) pedestrian and cyclist usage. These are followed by similar at-grade
crossings studies focused on the school commute of children and adolescents. The last three entries
of Table 16-5 involve grade-separated crossings. While traffic calming may properly be considered
a tool for making street crossings less of a barrier to pedestrians and cyclists, that strategy is cov-
ered in the preceding “Sidewalks and Along-Street Walking” subsection under “Residential and
Mixed-Use Traffic Calming” and also “Sidewalks and Traffic Calming for Business Districts.”
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Attachment “J”
Community Engagement Process

Meeting and Activity Date

Monthly Forums On-going 2013- to the present
Walk Audits 2/23/2015 and 3-25-2016

Photo Voice Project Winter Quarter 2015

Parent Safety Campaign December 2015

Community Visioning Sessions February 25, 2015- April 14, 2016
Student Mode of Travel Surveys April 2016

Principal Interview-Sultana Elementary April 4, 2016

Parent Surveys April 272016 and, May 4™, 2016
Final Scope of Project Presented at the May 26, 2016

Community Forum
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Communify Mee’fings
Ontario HEAL Zone

How can we work logether 1o ensure we have a strong and healthy
community? Join the conversation! Learn about available resources and
ways in which we can work together 1o create a healthy Onlario

Our next meeting:

Neighborhood Walkability and Safety

Join us to learn how to perform a walkability assessment of your community!

Thursday, 12 /11/14
11:00am -12: 00 pm

Armstrong Community Center
1265 S Palmetto Ave, Ontario
91762

Questions, contact: Evetie Deluca, Partnets for Better Health {$09) 900-6164
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,Seo porfe del cambio!
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Reuniones Comunitarias
ona HEAL Ontario

5CoOmo podemos frabajar juntos para aseguramos de una comunidad
fuerte y saludable? jUnase a la conversacion! Aprenda de recursos
disponibles y de maneras para juntos formar un Onlario saludable.

Venga a nuestra préxima junta:

¢ Qué tan facil es caminar en su comunidad?

Habrd una capacitaciéon para saber como evaluar el acceso de caminar en la
comunidad

jueves
11 de diciembre 2014
11:30 am - 1:30 pm

Armstrong Center: 1265 S
Palmetto Ave Ontario 91762

Para preguntas comunhjuese con: Rose Villegas (209) 753-4671
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AGENDA

Reunion itario Heal Zone Ontarii
12/11/2014 Jueves 11:00am-12:30pm

“Pensando con el dolor de la comunidad en nuestro corazén”
"Thinking with the needs of the community in our hearts "

1. Bienvenida e introduccion/ Welcome and Introduction
2. Ontarioy el Healzone en Ontario/Ontario HEAL Zone- Evette Deluca, PBH

3. Presentacion Educativa/Walkability and Safety Presentation: Elizabeth
Garcia, Promotora El Sol y Lider/Promotor and Community Leader

4. Metay objetivos propuestos/Goals and obectives

5. Que necesita su communidad? Que necesitamos de la comunidad? / What
do you need from the community? What do we need from the community

partnership?

6. Reflexion y Proxima reunién/Reflecton and next meeting

Apuntes: Notes:
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Be Part of the Change!

How can we work 1ogether to ensure we have a strong and healthy
communit loin the conversation! Learn about available resources cined

ways in which we can pariner 1o creale change and a healthy Ornitario

Questions, contact: Evette Deluca, Partners for Belier Health (90%) 900-6146
Our next meeting:
Safe Neighborhoods, Healthy Families

Join us to learn how tfo create safety and health in your community!
Thursday

February 26, 2015
9:00 am-10: 30 am

De Anza Community Center
1405 S, Fern Ave
Ontario, CA 91762

Be Part of the Change!

How can we work together to ensure we nhave a strong and healihy
community? Join the conversation! Learn about available resources and
ways in which we can parlner to create change and a healihy Onfario

Our next meeting:
Safe Neighborhoods, Healthy Families

Join us fo learn how to create safety and health in your community!

Thursday
February 26, 2015
9:00 am - 10: 30 am

De Anza Community Center
1405 S, Fern Ave
Ontario, CA 91762

Questions, contact: Evette Deluca, Pariners for Better Health [709) 900-6148
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Be Part of the Change!

How can we work together to ensure we have a strong and healthy community?

Join the conversation!

Learn abour available resources and ways in which we can partner to create change and a healthy

Ontario.

Questions? Conract: Rose Villegas (909)753-6671
Nora Beltran (323)420-6765

Our Next Meeting:
OMSD Nutrition Resources & Plans Across Schools and Community Centers

Thursday
May 21, 2015
9am-10:30am

De Anza Community Center
1405 §, Fern Ave
Ontario, CA 91762 /

\

Sé Parte del Cambio!
:Cémo podemos trabajar juntos para asegurar que tenemos una comunidad fuerte y
saludable? Unete a la conversacién! Aprenda acerca de los recursos disponibles y las formas
en que podemos socio para crear un cambio y una sana ciudad Ontario!

Preguntas? Contacto: Rose Villegas (909)753-6671
Nora Beltran (323)420-6765

Nuestra Proxima Reunidn:
OMSD Nutrition Resources & Plans Across Schools and Community Centers

Thursday
May 21, 2015
9am-10:30am

De Anza Community Center
1405 S, Fern Ave
Ontario, CA 91762 /
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A CENTER
“Transforming Heares, Minds and Actions

Reunidén de la Comunidad
ONTARIO HEALZONE/HeaIthy Ontario

“si lo podemos sonar lo podemos lograr”

5/21/2015

Agenda

9:00am — 10:30am

I Bienvenida - Evette Deluca y Tammy Amezola .

Il. Introduccion - Laura Rodriguez
lIl.  Intervencion - Ms. Lizette B. Olivares MS-RD Food OMSD and Nutricion.
IV.  Video - “ No nos la tragamos”.

V. Compartamos en comunidad.

VI. Sugerencias y Comentarios
VIL. Préximo Foro Comunitario :
“ONTARIO VAMOS A MOVERNOS”

Jueves 25 de Junio 2015- Invitado Especial: lideres de Zumba Ontario

Los Esperamos! !,

Apuntes:

Attachment J - Question #4





Ontario HEAL Zone Community
Meetings
June 25, 2014 Yam - |1 am

Adullis & Youth (6-years & older)

Sharing testimonies about why “Let’s
Move" Is important

- Zumba leaders
- Walking Clubs & Walking Routes
Other active lifestyle opportunities

At: De Anza Community Center:
1405 S Fern Ave, Ontario, CA 91762

To register, please email or call Nora: bnora.elsol@gmail.com | (323) 420-6765
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NEIGHBORHOOD EDUCATIONAL CENTER
“Transforming Hearts, Minds and Actions™

Community Engagement Meeting
ONTARIO HEALZONE/Healthy Ontario

“Let’s Move!”

6/25 /2015

Agenda

9:00am — 10:30am

I Welcome - Evette Deluca y Tammy Amezola .

. Zumba demonstration & model — Healthy Ontario Zumba team
1. Introduccion — Nora Beltran
v, Active living & excercise at community centers — Vanessa Rivera

V.  Video- Let's Move Campaign” https://youtu.be/20BeuSCfGeg

VI, Feedback from the community — what would you like to see?
VII. Questions & comments
VIIl.  Raffle of 5 yoga mats

IX. Next Forum : July 23, 2015 9:00 — 11: 00 am

“ Health is Everyone’s Job!”

Notes:
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Reunion Comunitaria Heal Zone Ontario/HEAL Zone
Community Engagement Meeting

“Pensando en el dolor de la comunidad con
nuestro corazén”

"Thinking with the needs of the community in our
hearts "

"Deja que tu voz se escuche”

“Let Your Voice Be Heard”

Ontario HEAL Zone Community
Meetings

August/Augusto 27, 2015 -9 am - 11 am
Adulis & Youth/Nifies y Adultes (6-years/anes & older)

HEAL Zone: “Better health education, better
environments, better policies”

HEAL Zona: “Educacion para una salud mejor, un
mejor medio ambiente y mejores politicas”

., At/En: De Anza Community Center:
| A 1405 S Fern Ave, Ontario, CA 91762

ONTARIO™

Para informacion, please email or call Nora: bnora.elsol@gmail.com I (323) 420-6765
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“Transforming Hearts, Mindy and Actions™

AGENDA

Reunion Comunitario Heal Zone Ontario/HEAL Zone Community

Engagement Meeting

8/27/2015 Thursday/ Jueves 9:00am-11:00 am

“Pensando con el dolor de la comunidad en nuestro corazon”
"Thinking with the needs of the community in our hearts "

"Deja que tu voz se escuche”

“Let Your Voice Be Heard”
Introduction/Introduccion Elizabeth Garcia (5 min.)

De Anza Park Improvement Presentation/ Julie Dorey (20 min.)
Presentacion en Mejoras a De Anza Parque

Community Vision/Vision de la communidad Vanessa Rivera (1.5
hours/ horas)

Report Out and Next Steps/ Las expectativas para Nora Beltran (5 min.) la
proxima reunion

HEAL Round 2 Survey and Raffles Tammy Amezola
HEAL Zone Alrededor de 2 Revisidn y Rifas

Notes/Apuntes:

Next Meeting/ Después reunidn: El 24 de septiembre/September 24
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FERIA DE RECURSOS [RESOURCES FAIR

HEAL Zone Ontario/HEAL Zone Community Engagement Meeting

Tema: “Ontario estamos frabajando para tu salud”
Theme: "Ontario we are working together for your health”

Rk

"Deja que tu voz se escuche “Let Your Voice Be Heard”

Ontario HEAL Zone Community

Meeting November/Noviembre 19, 2015
am—11 am

HEAL Zone: “Better health education, better
environments, and better policies”

HEAL Zona: “Educacion para una salud mejor, un
mejor medio ambiente y mejores politicas”

At/En: De Anza Community Center:
1405 S Fern Ave, Ontario, CA 91762

Para informacion, please email or call: Norabeltran@elsolnec.org | (909) 682 4502
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*  NEIGHBORHOOD EDUCATIONAL CENTER
‘Changing Hearts, Minds and Actions”

Reunion Comunitaria Heal Zone Ontario/HEAL Zone
Community Engagement Meeting

“Teme: Sea proactivo en el establecimiento de
metas sludables en su comunidad (HEAL)"

Theme: Be proactive in setting healthy goals in your
community (Healthy Eating, Active Living)”

"Deja que tu voz se escuche”

“Let Your Voice Be Heard”

Ontario HEAL Zone Community
Meeting

February/febrero 25, 2016 -9 am — 11
Adulis & Youth/Nifies y Adulies (é-years/anos & older)

HEAL Zone: “Better health education, better
environments, better policies”

HEAL Zona: “Educacién para una salud mejor, un
mejor medio ambiente y mejores politicas”

At/En: Dorothy A. Quesada Community
Center: 1010 S Bon View Ave, Ontario, CA
21764

Para informacién/for information: norabeltran@elsolnec.org (909) 682-4502
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AGEI;IDA
Reunion Comunitario Heal Zone Ontario
March 24 /Marzo 24/2016
Thursday/Jueves 9:00am-11: 00 am

“Pensando en la comunidad con nuestro corazon”
"Thinking with the needs of the community in our hearts "

1. Bienvenida e introduccion/ Welcome and Introduction VERONICA LEON
(community member).

2. Tema del dia: “ Consejos practicos para ayudar a las mamas a alimentar
saludablemente a sus hijos” “Practical tips to help mothers feed their
children healthy meals.” Nora Beltran, Tammy Amezola.

3. Testimonios de ninos: Children’s testimonies

4. Demostracion y consejos de Recetas saludables (promotoras nutricion de
el sol Neighborhood Eduactional Center. Demostration of healthy recipes
and tips

5. Lista de Interés / Intrestlist. Tammy / Nora / Evette

6. Actividad de zumba : Cecilia Muratalla Zum Up! leader (zumba children’s)

7. Miembro de la comunidad para el proximo foro/ Community menber who
will help lead next forum.

oo

Rifa / agradecimientos / Raffle and thanks.

9. Next Meeting/Proxima reunién: abril / April 21,2016/

Apuntes/Notes
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AGENDA

Reunion Comunitario Heal Zone Ontario
Abril 28 2016 April/28/2016

Thursday/Jueves 9:00am-11: 00 am

“Pensando con el dolor de la comunidad en nuestro corazon”
"Thinking with the needs of the community in our hearts "

1. Bienvenida / Welcome : Kathy Hickey De Anza Manager

2. Intoduccion de tema: Introduction of theme: Tammy and Nora
HEALTHY RESOURCES
e Molina Health Care
e Ontario Health Clinic
e Unidos para la musica
e Partners for Better Health

3. Rifal / Raffle — Evette
4. Request for community leader volunteer for our next meeting

Quien de la communidad quiere ser leader .
5. Closing remarks & dismissal/ Palabras de cierre y despedida: Nora

Next Meeting/Proxima reunién: February 25, 2016 / 25 de enero 2016

Apuntes/Notes:
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Reumon Comumtcno Heal Zone Ontario
HEAL Zone Community Engagement Meeting

La salud mental es tan importante, como
la salud fisical
Mental health is as important, as your
physical healthy!

TEMA: VIVIR MEJOR AHORA
(Mayo es el mes de la salud mental)
THEME: LIVE BETTER NOW
(May is mental health month)
Door Prize & Free Recipes
Premio y recetas gratis

Llega para disfrutar juntos de un fema para empezar
a vivir mejor hoy.

Let's come together and enjoy ways to star living
better today.

MAY/MAYO 26, 2016 9:AM - TT:AM

HEAL ZONE: “Better health education, better
environments, and better policies”

HEAL ZONE: “Educacion para una salud
mejor, un mejor medio ambiente y mejores

politicas”
At/En: De Anza Community Center: &
1405 S Fern Ave, Ontario, CA 91762 i)

Para informacion/for information: norabeltran@elsolnec.org | (909) 682-4502
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December 2015-Parent Advocates for Safe Routes to School

| Planning and Engineering Staff
Presentation to parent association

Parent Safety Campaign
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Q/

ONTARIS™

IMAGINE OUR FUTURE

Would you like to take part in shaping the
future of your community? Do you have ideas
about how to make your community a safe and

healthy place?
Join your neighbors and city staff when we meet
to talk about the healthiest future for our
neighborhoods.

February 25, 2016
9:00 A.M. -11:00 P.M.
Dorothy A. Quesada Community Center
1010 Bon View Ave
Ontario, CA 91761

Light snacks will be provided
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Q/

ONTARIS™

PIENSA EN NUESTRO FUTURO

i Tienes ideas sobre c6mo hacer su comunidad un
lugar mas seguro y sano?

Estas invitado a discutir con sus vecinos y ciudad
sobre como podemos mejorar nuestro vecindarios.

Febrero 25, 2016
9:00 A M. -11:00 P.M.
Dorothy A. Quesada Community Center
1010 Bon View Ave

Se proporcionard bocadillos y refrescos.
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Students Mode of Travel to School

School:
Teacher:
Grade:
Tuesday Date:
# of Students Who # of Students Who Biked | # of Students Who were
Walked to School to School Driven to School
Wednesday Date;
# of Students Who # of Students Who Biked | # of Students Who were
Walked to School to School Driven to School
Thursday Date: _
# of Students Who # of Students Who Biked | # of Students Who were
Walked to School to School Driven to School
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Karen S. Thompson

From: Roberto Garcia <Roberto.Garcia@omsd.net>
Sent: Monday, April 04, 2016 4:43 PM

To: Karen S. Thompson

Subject: School Entrance Traffic

Categories: Red Category

Hello Ms. Thompson,

I was referred to you by Ms. Elizabeth Valdez from Safe Routes to School.

We've had a long issue with our morning drop-off traffic and I'm emailing you to discuss possible solutions.
We currently have 834 students attend our school and our school entrance is consistently backed up.

There is a NO LEFT TURN sign exiting our school, but parents do not follow the sign.

Is there a possibility to do a traffic study at our school site and find some solutions. We’ve had a couple minor fender-benders this year but we’re
looking for safer and more efficient alternatives.

Thanks for the consideration.

Roberto Garcia

Elementary Administrator

Sultana Sports & Science Academy
1845 South Sultana Ave.

Ontario, CA 91761

909.986.1215 | 909.917.1257 cell
roberto. garcia@omsd.net

W Foliow us on Twitter
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De Anza Middle School Parent Survey

Encuesta Para Padres de De Anza Middle

1. How often does your child walk or bike home to school?
¢ Qué es la frecuencia que su hijo/a camina o mota en bicicleta al escuela?
0O Never/Nunca
O Sometimes/A veces (1 — 2 times per week on average)
0O Often/Frecuentemente (3 - 4 times per week on average)
Q Always/Diario (Everyday)

2. How often does your child walk or bike home from school?
;Qué es la frecuencia que su hijo/a camina o mota en bicicleta a casa?
0O Never/Nunca
0 Sometimes/ a veces (1 - 2 times per week on average)
0O Often/Frecuentemente (3 - 4 times per week on average)
O Always/Diario (Everyday)

3. What are primary reasons why your child does not walk or bike to school?
¢ Cudles son las razones principales por qué su hijo/a no anda caminando o en bicicleta a la
escuela?
Q Traffic safety around the school! Seguridad del trafico alrededor de la escuela
0O Too far to walk/Demasiado lejos para caminar
O Stray dogs/perres extraviados
O Neighborhood is not safe/vecindario no esta seguro
O To make sure son/daughter arrives on time/para asegurarse de que hijo/a llegue & tiempo
O No other children to walk with/no hay otros nifos para acompanar
Q Other/Otro razon (Specify : )

4. What would make you more likely to allow your child walk to or from school (Mark all

that apply)?

i Cudles cosas puede permitir que le su hijo/a camina o monta su bicicleta con mas seguridad?

O Improved crosswalks/Mejor pasos de peatones
(Where/donde: )

O Walking school bus (an adult chaperones children on designated route/
Adulto/padre acomparia a los nifos al escuela en una ruta designada)

O Better animal control/mejor control de los animales

Q Slower traffic/trafico mas lento

O Nothing/Nada

Q Other/otro (Specify: )

5. Do you or your children walk or bike to other locations in the neighborhood?
¢ Usted o su hijo/a caminan o monta en bicicleta a otros lugares en su comunidad?
If so, where (Mark ali that apply/ Margue todas las que aplican)?

O Friends or Family/Casas de amigos o familiares

O De Anza Park

QO Bon View Park

QO Community Garden/Jardin Comunitario

O Sultana Elementary School

0O Transit Stops/las paradas de autobus

O Parent Education Center/Centro de Educacion (Linda Vista)

O Local commercial/Centros Comerciales

(Where/donde: )

O Otherl/otro (Specify: )

6. Additional suggestions to increase walking and biking in your neighborhood?
¢ Ofras sugerencias para aumentar el caminar y andar en bicicleta en su vecindario?

7. General location of your home (Cross streets)/Ubicacion de su casa (cruces de
calles):

Thank you for your assistance/Gracias por su ayuda!!
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Sultana Elementary School Parent Survey

Encuesta Para Padres de Sultana Elementary

1.  How often does your child walk or bike home to school?
¢ Qué es la frecuencia que su hijo/a camina o mota en bicicleta a escuela?
Q Never/Nunca
Q Sometimes/A veces (1 - 2 times per week on average)
Q Often/Frecuentemente (3 - 4 times per week on average)
Q Always/Diario (Everyday)

2. How often does your child walk or bike home from school?
¢ Qué es la frecuencia que su hijo/a camina o mota en bicicleta a casa?
Q Never/Nunca
O Sometimes/ a veces (1 - 2 times per week on average)
O Often/Frecuentemente (3 - 4 times per week on average)
Q Always/Diario (Everyday)

3. What are primary reasons why your child does not walk or bike to school?
¢ Cuales son las razones principales por qué su hijo/a no anda caminando o en bicicleta a la
escuela?
0 Traffic safety around the school/ Seguridad del trafico alrededor de la escuela
O Too far to walk/Demasiado lejos para caminar
Q Stray dogs/perros extraviados
O Neighborhood is not safe/vecindario no esta seguro
O To make sure son/daughter arrives on time/para asegurarse de que hijo/a llegue a tiempo
O No other children to walk with/no hay otros nifios para acompariar

O Other/Otro razén (Specify )

4. What would make you more likely to allow your child walk to or from school (Mark all
that apply)?
¢ Cuales cosas puede permitir que le su hijo/a camina o monta su bicicleta con mas
seguridad?
O Improved crosswalks/Mejor pasos de peatones

(Where/donde: )

0 Walking school bus (an adult chaperones children on designated route/
Adulto/padre acompana a los nifios al escuela en una ruta designada)

QO Better animal control/mejor control de los animales

O Slower traffic/trafico mas lento

O Nothing/Nada

O Other/otro (Specify: )

5. Do you or your children walk or bike to other locations in the neighborhood?
¢ Usted o su hijo/a caminan o monta en bicicleta a otros lugares en su comunidad?
If so, where (Mark all that apply/ Margue todas las que aplican)?

Q Friends or Family/Casas de amigos o familiares

Q De Anza Park

O Bon View Park

O Community Garden/Jardin Comunitario

O De Anza Middle School

Q Transit Stops/las paradas de autobus

O Parent Education Center/Centro de Educacion (Linda Vista)

Q Local commercial/Centros Comeérciales

(Where/donde: )

QO Other/otro (Specify: )

6. Additional suggestions to increase walking and biking in your neighborhood?
¢ Otras sugerencias para aumentar el caminar y andar en bicicleta en su vecindario?

7. General location of your home (Cross streets)/Ubicacion de su casa (cruces de
Calles):

Thank you for your assistance/Gracias por su ayuda!!
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PROPOSED HANDICAP RAMPS & TRUNCATED DOMES
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PROPOSED CROSSWALKS WITH RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACONS
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This update, the 2016 RTP/SCS, reflects goals and guiding policies and a vision
developed through extensive outreach to the general public and numerous
stakeholders across our region. SCAG values the region’s tremendous

diversity and acknowledges that it cannot tackle challenges in the same way
everywhere. This chapter discusses how the Plan was developed, and it offers
an overview of SCAG's “preferred scenario” for land use and transportation in
our region in 2040. SCAG developed this preferred scenario to guide its update
of the 2012 RTP/SCS and then settle on a final set of strategies, programs and
projects that will place the region more firmly on the road toward achieving its
goals. Those strategies, programs and projects are reviewed in Chapter 5.

GOALS AND GUIDING POLICIES

As SCAG updated the 2012 RTP/SCS, it evaluated its existing goals, guiding
policies and performance measures to determine whether they should be
refined. Since the adoption of the 2012 RTP/SCS, several developments have

occurred that influenced the development of the 2016 RTP/SCS. These include:

e Asurface transportation funding and authorization bill known as
“Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act” (MAP-21)
was signed into law by President Obama on July 6, 2012. MAP-
2%includes specific goals for safety; improving the condition of
transportation infrastructure; reducing congestion and making the
transportation system more reliable; freight movement and economic
vitality; and environmental sustainability. MAP-21 now requires that
Metropolitan Planning Organizations such as SCAG set performance
targets forimproving transportation safety and system preservation in
coordination with state departments of transportation.

At the time this document was being prepared, the federal rulemaking
process to implement MAP-21was not yet complete. SCAG will
continue to monitor rulemaking to understand the implications for

the Plan, and take the necessary steps to fully evaluate the final rule.
Also, in December 2015, the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
Act, or “FAST Act,” was signed in to law. The FAST Act is a five-year
transportation funding and authorization bill that maintains many

of the MAP-21 provisions, but also has new provisions including a
national freight program. As with MAP-21, SCAG will monitor the
rulemaking process to implement FAST Act provisions.

2016 RTP/SCS
GOALS

Align the plan investments and policies with
improving regional economic development and
competitiveness.

Maximize mobility and accessibility for all people
and goods in the region.

Ensure travel safety and reliability for all people and
goods in the region.

Preserve and ensure a sustainable regional
transportation system.

Maximize the productivity of our transportation
system.

Protect the environment and health of our residents
by improving air quality and encouraging active
transportation (e.g., bicycling and walking).

Actively encourage and create incentives for
energy efficiency, where possible.

Encourage land use and growth patterns that
facilitate transit and active transportation.

Maximize the security of the regional transportation
system through improved system monitoring, rapid
recovery planning, and coordination with other
security agencies.*

*SCAG does not yet have an agreed-upon security performance measure.
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San Bernardino County Non-Motorized Transportation Plan - Chapter 4

4.0Pedestrian Planning

4.1 Issuesin Pedestrian Access and Mobility

It is often perceived that pedestrian transportation is essentially a local concern, given the length
of most pedestrian trips and the manner in which these trips are usually contained within a given
area, whether that area is a schoolyard, a shopping center, a college campus or a downtown
business district.

At the same time, federal legislation and funding programs reminds us that regional, state and
federal levels of government all have a stake in designing the multi-modal transportation system
to serve the needs of all travelers. It is often said that pedestrian planning is a part of
“alternative transportation planning,” yet there is no more basic mode of transportation than
getting around on foot. Indeed, no trip involving a car, bus, train, airplane or other mode can
even begin without a pedestrian journey taking place. Regional transportation facilities such as
airports and transit stations must be designed around the needs of the pedestrian if they are to
fulfill their mission.

Unfortunately, as American society moved to develop the systems necessary to accommodate
the automobile, many of the values associated with pedestrian transportation have been
diminished, if not lost. This is not a phenomenon unique to Southern California. As highway
and street design standards have evolved over the past fifty years, the problems of insufficient
pedestrian access, diminished safety and difficult trip making have been repeated across the
country.

City-level statistics on commute trips by walking within San Bernardino County bear this out, as
shown in Table 4-1. The percentage of commute trips by walking are drawn from the American
Community Survey, over the period of 2006-2009. The statistics were derived from a survey
sample, not the entire population, but were expanded to represent the entire population.
Statistics for the unincorporated areas of the County are not included.

The table shows that the percentage of commute trips by walking is very low, less than 1%
overall. Some of the smaller communities actually show larger walk trip shares, presumably
because the work locations and homes are fewer and therefore in closer proximity. However,
caution should be exercised in reading too much into the data for the cities with smaller sample
sizes. Loma Linda has the highest walk trip percentage in the Valley, at 2.3%. This is
consistent with presence of the large hospital and educational complex in Loma Linda. The City
of Redlands was next, with 1.7% of commute trips by walking. The City of Big Bear Lake was
shown to have the largest walk trip percentage at 7%.

It is not possible for a single regional plan to either identify all the liabilities and shortcomings of
the pedestrian environment or to plan and fund their correction. Many of the issues and
concerns are appropriately addressed at the local or even neighborhood level. At the same
time, this plan can identify priorities for the use of regionally administered funds to meet
common regional needs.

For purposes of this plan, the following activities are considered regional priorities for pedestrian
planning and project development:
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Improving pedestrian access to transit;
Removing existing barriers to pedestrian travel,

Development of regional trails and pathways which provide improved pedestrian access
to destinations;

Improvement of the pedestrian environment on major regional arterials and at regional
activity centers.

Table 4-1. City-level Percentage of Daily Commuter Trips by Walking
(Source: American Community Survey, 2006-2009)

TOTAL % TRIPS
CITY COMMUTE BY

TRIPS WALKING
Adelanto 4,650 1.6%
Apple Valley 19,360 0.8%
Barstow 7,880 2.7%
Big Bear Lake 2,365 7.0%
Chino 26,470 1.4%
Chino Hills 31,770 0.3%
Colton 18,355 1.0%
Fontana 46,235 0.6%
Grand Terrace 5,790 0.2%
Hesperia 21,960 0.2%
Highland 16,595 0.5%
Loma Linda 8,090 2.3%
Montclair 12,250 1.2%
Needles 1,650 4.2%
Ontario 60,920 0.8%
Rancho Cucamonga 60,635 0.6%
Redlands 29,335 1.7%
Rialto 31,540 0.9%
San Bernardino 60,600 1.4%
Twentynine Palms 6,180 1.2%
Upland 31,570 1.0%
Victorville 22,025 0.3%
Yucaipa 1,7035 0.6%
Yucca Valley 5,735 1.0%
TOTAL 548,995 0.9%
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4.2 Regional Pedestrian Facility Programs

The following program concepts describe potential elements of a regionally based pedestrian
transportation effort:

4.2.1 Transit Access

One of the most significant regional benefits of improved pedestrian access and safety involves
the support of local and regional transit systems. All transit agencies rely heavily on pedestrian
access as a core of their ridership base, indeed, public transit is a safety net for those citizens
who do not have access to an automobile.

It is critical that this core customer base have access to transit service, yet in many, if not most
areas of San Bernardino County, there are few efforts being made to ensure that pedestrians
have systems which promote safety, continuity, connectivity and accessibility. Local
jurisdictions should work cooperatively with transit agencies to assess walking conditions within
600 — 1200 feet of any transit stop. Most transit patrons are willing to walk at least this distance
if facilities are present and safe. Local transit systems also have an interest in working with
local jurisdictions to ensure that there is an ADA compatible access route to all transit stops,
including pads adequate in size to accommodate wheelchair loading systems while maintaining
a clear walking path.

In addition, land use codes can do much to ensure that new development serves the needs of
transit. In new residential subdivisions, care should be taken to ensure that pedestrians can
walk within a reasonable distance to access local transit service. This can be provided by
including “pass-through” pathways between cul-de-sac streets and adjacent arterials. While
many residential developments minimize vehicular access in an effort to cut down local “cut-
through” traffic, these same developments must maintain good pedestrian access to
destinations within and adjacent to the development.

Commercial development also can provide a significantly more amenable environment for
pedestrians through careful site planning. Orientation of business entrances to the street can
make for a quicker pedestrian trip from transit to destination, while inclusion of overhangs,
shade, and shelter near transit stops can make for improved and pleasant waiting times for
transit patrons. Many communities encourage development of businesses such as newsstands,
coffee shops and cafes near major transit stops and centers to make these facilities more
active, safer and more pleasant.

A significant initiative of SANBAG and local jurisdictions is to plan for more walkable
communities within and around transit station areas. This is being accomplished through the
development of the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), which will become part of the
SCAG Regional Transportation Plan. The SCS is looking at better ways to plan land use
around transit stations and to provide ped/bike connectivity and amenities that encourage non-
motorized modes. The SANBAG Long Range Transit Plan provides mapping of existing and
future transit alignments and station areas around which this planning may occur. A map of the
future LRTP system was presented in Chapter 1.
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4.2.2 Preventing and Eliminating Barriers to Pedestrian Travel

Planning for improved pedestrian access is relatively simple, but often overlooked. One needs
to simply think about the directions/destinations from/to which people are walking and determine
how to accommodate those paths. This is best done at the “prevention stage” through good site
planning, to include both internal and external pedestrian circulation. It is more difficult and
costly to eliminate barriers once they are there.

But the stage can be set with some overarching principles and guidelines. The document
PEDSAFE: Pedestrian Safety Guide and Countermeasure Selection System (Federal Highway
Administration report FHWA-SA-04-003, September 2004) provides many examples of
pedestrian design treatments suitable for use throughout San Bernardino County. Chapter
headings include:

e Pedestrian Facility Design: Sidewalks and Walkways, Curb Ramps

¢ Roadway Design: Bicycle Lanes, Roadway Narrowing, Lane Reduction

e Intersection Design: Roundabouts, Intersection Median Barriers

e Traffic Calming: Curb Extensions, Chicanes, Speed Tables

Information on PEDSAFE may be found at the following link:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/pedsafe.cfm

4.2.3 Development of Regional Trails and Pathways

From the pedestrian perspective, the development of trails and pathways can provide an
important supplement to other local efforts and systems to improve pedestrian facilities. Such
facilities, to have a significant pedestrian benefit, must connect numerous destinations and trip
origins within reasonable walking distance, provide a unique access not afforded by other street
and sidewalk systems and should be a more pleasant and safer place to walk than other
existing alternatives.

Many trails utilize existing corridors such as abandoned rail lines, power corridors, pipelines and
even limited access rights of way. Other communities have built smaller walkways through
downtown areas through dedication of a narrow strip easement on one property edge, allowing
development of a pathway system to occur over time as properties develop in a business
district.

4.2.4 Providing a Better Pedestrian Environment on Major Regional
Arterials and at Activity Centers

Clearly, a number of strong regional and local interests converge at locations with high activity,
whether the activity is in the form of auto traffic, pedestrians, or where many business and
employers locate. From the regional perspective, the improvement of these corridors and
districts can assist transit agencies, business development districts and traditional downtowns.
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Many examples exist of improvements to Main Street districts throughout the County. New
business developments seek to create a vibrant, busy sense of place in indoor malls and
centers; trying ultimately to replicate the environment of the successful downtown street. Such
districts are an important amenity to support regional transit efforts, as concentrations of activity
allow transit to effectively serve larger numbers of commuters, shoppers and visitors with a
more efficient system.

While there are many examples of pedestrian malls that have developed in Southern California
in the past 40 years, it is not necessary or obligatory to ban automobiles entirely to create a
more attractive downtown or business district. While successful projects such as the 3™ Street
Promenade in Santa Monica do exist, similarly successful projects have retained auto access
while simultaneously created more pleasant pedestrian environments through expansion of
walkways, introduction of more street level activity, preservation of street trees and shade and
the promotion of activities such as street fairs and farmers markets to create the energy needed
to make these districts a commercial was well as transportation success.
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Samuel Crowe

Michael C. Flores
Maureen “Moe” Mendoza

Ontario-Montclair Elvia M. Rivas

Alfonso Sanchez
School District

1845 S. Sultana Avenue Ontario, California (909) 986-1215 FAX (909) 459-2916 James Q. Hammond, Ed.D.
SULTANA SPORTS & SCIENCE ACADEMY Superintendent

Cara Molina
May 12, 2016 Principal

Tony Garcia
CALTRANS Elementary Administrator
Division of Local Assistance, Roberto Garcia
1120 N. N Street, MS 1 Elementary Administrator

Sacramento, CA 95814
Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

R: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant- Sultana Elementary School and De Anza Middle
School

To Whom It May Concern:

[ am writing this letter in support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School Active
Transportation Program grant. The City of Ontario is collaborating with the Ontario-Montclair School District and
residents to increase safety and physical activity by making active transportation a more appealing option for
students and their families.

The City is proposing to construct sidewalk gap closures, enhanced crossings, handicap ramps and safety
signalization to increase opportunities for students and residents to walk safely to Sultana Elementary and De Anza
Middle Schools and other amenities such as Bon View and De Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza
Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle community garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

We support the City’s efforts to increase pedestrian safety for our students and parents traveling to Sultana
Elementary. Improving the routes that our children travel on to school on may increase the willingness of more
parents to allow their children to walk to school which may help to reduce childhood obesity in the neighborhoods
around these schools. Improving the walkability of the community will positively affect the overall health of our
students and their parents.

Sultana staff, parents and students enthusiastically support the City’s vision and proposed plan for creating safe,
healthy and walkable communities.

Sincerely,
Cara Molina

Principal

We are Safe, Responsible, and Respectful!
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BOARD OF TRUSTEES
Samuel Crowe
Michael C. Flores

Maureen “Moe” Mendoza

Ontario-Montclair School District Alfonso Sanch

n ar|0' On C alr C OO IS “C Alfonso Sanchez

1450 S. Sultana Avenue, Ontario, California 91761 * (909) 986-8577 « Fax (909) 459-2543 James Q. Hammond, Ed.D.
Superintendent

DE ANZA MIDDLE SCHOOL Tammy Lipschulz
Assistant Superintendent
Learning & Teaching Division

May 13, 2016 Adriana T. Gonzalez
Acting Principal
De Anza Middle School

CALTRANS

Division of Local Assistance,

1120 N. N Street, MS 1

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attn: Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs

Re: Safe Routes to School Active Transportation Grant - De Anza Middle School and
Sultana Elementary School

To Whom It May Concern:

I am writing this letter in support of the City of Ontario’s application for a Safe Routes to School
Active Transportation Program grant. The City of Ontario is collaborating with the Ontario—
Montclair School District and residents to increase safety and physical activity by making active
transportation a more appealing option for students and their families.

The City is proposing to construct sidewalk gap closures, enhanced crossings, handicap ramps
and safety signalization to increase opportunities for students and residents to walk safely to De
Anza Middle School and Sultana Elementary and other amenities such as Bon View and De
Anza parks, Dorothy Quesada and De Anza Community Centers, Huerta Del Valle community
garden, local commercial businesses and local area transit stops.

We support the City’s efforts to increase pedestrian safety for our students and parents traveling
to De Anza Middle School. Improving the routes that our children travel to school may increase
the willingness of more parents to allow their children to walk to school, which may help to
reduce childhood obesity in the neighborhoods around these schools. Improving the walkability
of the community will positively affect the overall health of our students and their parents.

De Anza Middle School staff, parents and students enthusiastically support the City’s vision and
proposed plan for creating safe, healthy and walkable communities.

Sincerely,

Adriana T. Gonzalez
Principal, De Anza Middle School

“Our Community, OQur Children, Our Commitment”






CITY OF

303 EAST “B” STREET, CIVIC CENTER ONTARIO

ONTARIO

CALIFORNIA 91764-4105 (909) 395-2000
FAX (909) 395-2070

PAUL S. LEON AL C. BOLING
MAYOR CITY MANAGER
DEBRA DORST-PORADA SHEILA MAUTZ
MAYCR PRO TEM CITY CLERK
;:lLQI:JN Dé\g\?\fpr\j;\fﬁ JAMES R. MILHISER
5 TREASURER
PAUL VINCENT AVILA June 10, 2016

COUNCIL MEMBERS

To: ATP Manager
1120 N Street, MS |
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Request for ATP State Funding
The City of Ontario hereby requests ATP State funding for the following project:
PROJECT NAME: Sultana Elementary and De Anza Middle School Pedestrian Improvements

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: Install Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacons (RRIFBs), pavement
markings and signing at six pedestrian crossing locations near Sultana Elementary and De Anza
Middle Schools and Bon View Park, design and construct/modity handicap ramps to meet ADA
requirements and construct curb, gutter and sidewalk on Belmont Street and Sultana Avenue.

JUSTIFICATION:

A. Type of Work (Infrastructure (IF), Non-Infrastructure(NI), Combined (IF/NI)), Plan: IF
B. Project cost: $1,506,141
C. Status of Project
1. Beginning and Ending Dates of the Project: July 1, 2019 thru December 27,
2021
2. Environmental Clearance Status: Not Started
3. R/W Clearance Status (if currently R/W certified as #3, when will the
certification be upgraded to a #1 or #27): Not Started
4. Status of Construction
a) Proposed Advertising Date: July 2021
b) Proposed Contract and Construction Award Dates: September 2021
D. Total Project Funding Plan by Fiscal Year (list all funding sources & anticipated fund

usage by year include all phases)

Exhibit 22-F

www.ontarioca.gov

@ Printed on recycled paper.





FY19/20 PS& E  §136,000 ATP Funds $24,000 Local Match
R/W $42.000 ATP Funds $8,000 Local Match
FY20/21 CON  $1,100,000 ATP Funds $196,000 Local Match
E. State specific reasons for requesting State-Only fund and why Federal funds should not
be used on the project.
We are a medium size jurisdiction requesting a relatively small funding amount and do
not have the staff capacity to administer all federal funding requirements for such a small
grant and State Only Funds would expedite the project by eliminating the lengthy NEPA

process.

REGIONAL AGENCY CONCURRENCE:

(Name of Regional Agency) concurs with this request for an exception to the Project Funding
Policy. (Only for MPO selected projects):

(Signature of Regional Agency Representative) (Only for MPO selected projects):

(Signature of Local Agency Representative)

et faAt

Nabil Kassih, P.E.
Assistant City Engineer
(909) 395-2117

Exhibit 22-F
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5. FOR 35" AND GREATER CURB RETURN RADIUS, USE CALTRANS STANDARD A88A FOR DUAL

RAMPS.
af

v/ CITY OF ONTARIO

24079 8/08/06

JOAN P. SULLIVAN CITY ENGINEER RCE DATE

RECOMMENDED: STANDARD
DRAWING
m 77/]/414 6/7/(%(,[33340 8/07/06 WHEELCHAIR RAMP NUMBER

DETAIL

RCE
APP'D

DATE
DATE

ASSISTANT CITY ENGINEER
REV DESCRIPTION
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PROPOSED ADA COMPLIANT HANDICAP RAMPS

Carlto & Plum Maitland & Plum (NEC, NWC, S & SWC)
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PROPOSED ADA COMPLIANT HANDICAP RAMPS

& Monterey (NEC, NWC, SEC & SWCBelmont & Campus (NEC, NWC, SEC & SWC)Belmont & Greenwood (NEC)
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PROPOSED ADA COMPLIANT HANDICAP RAMPS
Birch & Miramonte (SEC & SWC) Boxwood & SultanaNEC & SEC) __ Boxwood & Ieasant (SWC & SEC)
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PROPOSED ADA COMPLIANT HANDICAP RAMPS

Spruce & Campus (NWC & SWC) Sanderling & Miramonte (NWC & NEC) Monticello & Malcom (NEC & SEC)
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PROPOSED TRUNCATED DOMES FOR HANDICAP RAMPS

Sultana & Carlton (NEC & SEC Mission & Caldwell (SEC & SWC
TN %

>
17}
14
1]
-
Z
©)
=






PROPOSED TRUNCATED DOMES FOR H